4io	HUSBAND AND WIFE
that as matter of principle the only law entitled to affect 'an
alteration in the relation between husband and wife*—an
alteration which certainly results from a decree of judicial
separation—is the law of the country to which the parties be-
long by nationality or domicil. Further, in Eustace v. Eustace^1
the Court of Appeal, in holding that domicil is a sufficient basis
of jurisdiction, appears to have recognized that the status of
parties judicially separated is materially affected. Atkin L.J.
said :
4The reason which leads me to hold that domicil gives jurisdiction
in suits for judicial separation is that, in my view, the provisions of
sections 25 an d26 of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, affect the
status of the spouses after decree.'2
In a later case, Sachs J. stigmatized the denial that their status
remains unaffected as savouring somewhat of *a blend of dogma
and absence of precedent'.3
The importance of acknowledging the truth of this view lies
in the fact that English private international law on the sub-
ject can scarcely work in a vacuum, but must take account of
foreign legal systems. In France, for instance, separation de corps
may be converted into divorce after three years at the instance
of either party, and both remedies are subject to the same
principles of private international law. In neither case will a
decree be granted to foreigners unless the parties have a French
domicil. In'many countries judicial separation is unknown; in
others it is the only remedy except annulment and is therefore
necessarily regarded as effecting a modification of status.4 In
fact, it is difficult to disagree with the following passage from a
learned paper on the subject by Mr. J. K. Grodecki:5
'Whilst, however, technically the spouses remain married, it is idle
to pretend that their status has not been profoundly affected by the
decree. The most important conjugal obligation, that of cohabitation,
disappears and there are other far-reaching consequences which vary
from country to country. No one can doubt that a decree of judicial
separation is regarded as modifying status in countries which still do not
admit divorce, but the same is true of France and other states which
know both remedies. The matter seems largely one of definition. The
term 'status* is not precise, and it does not seem unreasonable to describe
the position of persons judicially separated as a status half-way between
the status of marriage and that of celibacy/
1 [1924] P- 45-	* Ibid., at p. 54.
3	Tursi v. Tvrsi, [1957] P. 54 at p. 62.
4	42 Transactions of the Grotius Society, 24, 38.	s Ibid., p. 36.

